XIV. STATISTICS OF SLAVES.

NUMBER OF SLAVES IN UNITED STATES — IN ORIGINAL AND
ADDED AREAS — SLAVEHOLDING TAMILIES — NUMBER OI WHITE
PERSONS DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY CONNECTED WITH SLAVE-
HOLDING—RATIO OF SLAVES TO WHITES—VALUE O SLAVES.

Slavery existed in all the states and territories
which were enumerated in 1790, with the exception
of Vermont, Massachusetts, and the district of Maine.
Comparatively few slaves, however, were held in the
Northern states; more than nine-tenths of all slaves
at the First Census were reported from the Southern
states. Virginia ranked first in number of slaves,
reporting 292,627. The second in rank was South
Carolina, closely followed by Maryland and North
Carolina; but the total number of slaves in these
3 states only slightly exceeded the number in Vir-
ginia alone. The number of slaves in the United
States in 1790 is shown by states in the following
summary:

United States. . voeoereeeeeceeeccnaanaaannasan... 697,624

New Hampshire...o.oooooniiiuiiiii i 157

Rhode Island. .. .o .o omn e 958

Connecticut....oocoooeoiaaeia o e 2, 648

New Yorke oo 21,193

N W J OI8Oy e v e et e 11,423
Pennsylvania .. ... i 3,707

"D elaWAre e 8,887
Maryland e oooeoee e e 108, 036

VArgInia o oo e 292, 627

North Carolina. ....cvmeeemenoin i 100, 783

South Carolina. ......._......... ...l 107,094

GeOrgia. vmmeeeeiei e 20,264

Kentucky. ...ooooooooaiiiiol e 12, 430

Southwest Territory. ... ..oooooii i iaaan, 3,417

The number of slaves at each census from 1790 to
1860, with the percentage of decennial increase, was
as follows:

The higher percentago shown for the decade 1800 to
1810 reflects the large importation ol negroes during
the years immediately procoding January 1, 1808, after
which date the trade in slaves was prohibited. Tt has
been noted that theroe was littlo difference botween the
rate of increase in the white and the negro population
in the early part of tho century; sinco noarly all the ne-
groes were slaves, it of course follows that there was
little difference prior to 1830 in the rate of inerease in
slaves as compared with that of whites. After that
date, however, the rate of slave increase tended to
diminish.

States holding slaves: 1780,

Marked changes appoar from decado to docade in the
rate of increase for slaves in tho different states, al-
though for the entire United States, as already pointed
out, it remained reasonably uniform.

The extension of slavery {rom 1700 to 1860 by an-

CENSUS YEAR. Numberor| FF S| nexation of territory, and espocially by sottloment

eese. | and the transfor of slaves from the older to the newly

0. o 097,694 |...... . gett_led areas in ’?he Sguth and Southwest, is cloarly
#1 | indicated in the following table.

.l In the 8 slave states of Delaware, Maryland, and

S a0t 2.8 | Virginia, at tl_le ].bariod Fmdgr consiflom.tion S.lu‘ve,s were

--------------------------- 083,760 | 2.4 | employed principally in the cultivation of tobacco.

The soil was rapidly impoverished by this erop, how-
ever, and as & result the center of tobacco culture
tended to move farther westward, into new and more
favorable sections in Kentucky and Tennessee.

The percentages of increase remained remarkably
un'lform from 1790 t0 1830. Indeed, no violent fluctu-
ations occurred during the entire slaveholding period.

(182)
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Tapre 60.—NUMBER OF SLAVES IN THE AREA ENUMERATED IN 1790 AND IN THE ADDED AREA, BY STATES
AND TERRITORIES: 1790 TO 1860.

[
STATE OR TERRITORY. 1790 1800 1810 1820 | 1830 1840 1850 1860
United States............. ... ..... T 057,624 | 893,602 | 1,191,302 [ 1,335,022 | 2,009,043 | 2,487,355 | 3,204,313 3,933,760
Enumerated In 1790 ... oo 697,624 | 889,804 | 1,122,110 | 1,341,718 | 1,577,105 | 1,609,105 | 1,842,57 1,975,802
New England. .. .oooo oo L
New ]ffaﬁliﬁéﬁﬂé """""""""
Vermont......o.oo...............
Massachusetts..
Rhode Island. . 958
Connecticut.. .. ........ 2,048
Middlestates. . ....oooooooo L. e 45,210 | 41,184 30,840 22,365 6,024 3,347 2,526 1,816
New York. 21,193 20,903 15,017 10,088 75 [ 3 RS
New Jersey .- , 12, 422 10,851 7,557 2,254 674 236 218
Pennsylvan . 3,707 1,706 705 211 403 L 8 PO
DelaWare .. . ooeeee i 8,887 6,153 4,177 4,509 3,202 2,605 2,290 1,798
Southern states............... .. e eecateeeseeeecciierranneanaa 648,651 { 847,281 1,080,852 | 1,319,208 | 1,571,033 | 1,605,735 | 1,840,044 | 1,973,986
Maryland and Distriet of Columbia. 103,036 1 107,707 | 3115,056 | 3111,017 | 3107,499 393,057 94, 055 90,374
Virgimia“d. ... ... .. 287,950 | 3339, 790 3343, 521 3411, 886 3453, 698 3431,873 452,028 472,404
West Vir, giniat.. ... Y 7,172 10,836 15,119 17,673 18,488 20, 500 18,371
North Carolina....... ceen 100,783 | 133,296 163,824 204,917 245,601 245,817 288, 548 331,058
South Carolina.. .. ... ... . . ... ... 107,004 | 146,151 196,365 258,475 315,401 327,038 384,984 2,
Georgia (eastern part)..... ... ... .l 29,264 59,232 01,154 110,055 124,345 124,145 149, 489 158, 080
Kentueky.......oo..oooooo... .. .l 12,430 | 40,343 80, 561 126,732 165,213 182,258 210, 081 295, 483
TONNESSE e e e 3,417 13,584 44,535 80,107 141,603 183,059 239,459 275,719
Addedarea... ..ol O N 3,798 | 09,252 196,304 431,938 878,250 | 1,361,743 | 1,977,058
Firstenumerated in 1800........ ...l T 3,798 31,381 115,491 277,182 605, 890 834,915 1,175,829
NOrtherm SEates oo voemeen et i 135 429 1,197 758
747
1
€31
Southern states.........o.o..... ... 3,663 31,152 114,294 276,394 605, 542 834,915 1,175,829
Georgia (western part). ..._.............. ... 174 14,064 39,601 93,186 156, 799 232,193 ! 304,118
Alabama........... R .. 82 565 41,879 117,549 253, 532 342,844 435, 080
Mississippi. .. .....o.o... 14,523 32,814 65, 639 195,211 309,878 436, 631
Firstenumerated in 1810......_.._............. .. - R IO [ SO 7. 139,255 240, 627 379,331 557,772
168, 452 244, 809 331,726
19,935 47,100 111,115
58,240 87,422 114,931
25,717 39,310 61,745
25,717 39,310 61,745

! Exclusive of 37 slaves captured in the slaver Amistad.
2 Colored apprentices for life, by the act to abolish slave?' passed April 18, 1846. )
# Alexandris eounty, which from 1800 to 1840, inclusive, formed a part of the Distriet of Columbia, is here included with Virginia, for comparative :jljrﬁposes.
¢ The totals for the counties which in 1863 and 1866 were set off from Virginia to form West Virginia are here shown separately, because of the marke erence between
the 2 states with respect to slavery.
& Reported as for Randolph county, Indiana territory.
¢ Reported as for Brown, Crawiord, and Iowa counties, Michigan territory.
7 Reported as for Washington county, Mississi pi territory.
& Reported as for Baldwin, Madison, and Wasﬁmgton counties, Mississippi territory. 3 X
¢ In 1810 Louisiana was called ‘¢ Orleans territory,”” and the name “ Louisiana territory>” was appled fo the remainder of tha Louisiana Purchase, which wasunorganized.
c 2 Reported as for “settlements of Hope Field and St. Francis” and for “*setilernents on the Arkansas’ in the unorganized territory then ealled ¢‘Louisiana territory.”
-ompare with note 9. ) .
1? Reported as for Cape Girardeau, New Madrid, St. Charles, St. Louis, and St. Genevieve districts in the unorganized territory then called “Louisiana territory.”
Compare with note 9.

As the cultivation of tobacco by slave labor became | the further importation of slaves was prohibited in
somewhat less profitable in the older states, the acqui- | 1808, the market price of negroes advanced rapidly,
sition of territory in the far South and Southwest | because of the increasing demand for their services in
and the introduction and rapid expansion of cotton i the cotton fields. Planters in Maryland ani Virginia
growing in that section made slave labor highly prof- | found it to their pecuniary advantage either to sell
itable in connection with this important crop. After | slaves or to move with them farther south or into

76292—09——10




e S

134 A CENTURY OF POPULATION GROWTH.

Kentucky or Tennessee. These changes resulted in
a shifting of the slave population in the Southern
states.

In Delaware the number of slaves was greatest at
the First Census, but declined steadily (except during
the decade 1810 to 1820) until 1860. In Maryland
the number decreased at each census but one from 1810
to 1860. The number in Virginia increased but 4 per
cent from 1830 to 1860; in North Carolina, during the
same period, the increase was 35 per cent, or about
1 per cent per annum. For that part of Georgia
enumerated in 1790 the increase was 27.1 per cent, but
the whole state showed an ineresse of more than 100
per cent.

As reflected by percentage of increase from decade
to decade, the area showing liberal increase of slave
population tended to become more restricted. In 1850
and 1860 decided increase in number of slaves was
practically confined to the lower South. In 1860
only Georgia, the Gulf states, Missouri, and Arkansas
showed an increase exceeding 20 per cent in the number
of slaves.

In forty years, from 1820 to 1860, both Alabama and
Mississippi recorded a tenfold increase in slave popula-
tion, while the white population increased but sixfold
in Alabama and eightfold in Mississippi. The number
of slaves in Louisiana increased with similar rapidity;
and in the decade from 1850 to 1860 the slave popula-
tion of Texas trebled. '

In the following table, which presents the percent-

states during the period of slavery, the shifting of
slave property to the lower South and Southwest is
clearly inaicated:

TaBLE 61.—Ler centincrease of the slave population of the slave states
at eack census: 1790 to 1860.

1790 | 1800 1810 1820 | 1830 | 1840 | 1850
STATE OB TEERITORY.| 10 to to to to to to
1800 | 1810 1820 1830 | 1840 | 1850 | 1860
Delawarn, ........... 130.8 | 132.1 7.8 1270 12091 1121 19215
. 6.8 1271 13.9| 113.4 11 13.9
13.7 831 104 145 4.9 3.9
26,7 2141 19.9 0.1 17.4 4.7
34.4 .81 220 3.71 17.7 4.5
77.1 42.2 1 45.4 ggg 35.9 21.1
.......................... 3 52.9 8
99.7 67.31 30.4! 103 158 5;{5. il)
227.8 79.91 76.87 20.3| 30.8 15.1
418.24 1,52.7| 180.7 | 1157 35.2 28.9
| 389 125.9 1 1001 197.3 | 58.7 40.9
99.31 587 8.7 453 35.5
- L,089.0| 183.01 335.6 | 136.3| 135.9
....... [PLEEI EOPTV I SO FUPUNI S ¢ 1
............................. 235.5 | M5 1321 50.1 3L.5

i Decrease,

$Ineiudes District of Columbia.

3 Entlre state.

+ Heported as for Washington county, Mississippi territory, in 1800, and as for

Baldwin, Madison, and Washington counties, Mississi
s %ﬂm rt:e;gri%nﬁss] gerril;ory"‘ %zgg} Ser Table a(l)? gﬁg_ﬂmry, n 1810.

oo £ Reported *0 88 for “settlements of Hope Field and 8t. Francis” and
‘aet»éemg;rm on the Arkansas? in the umrgammxe territory then called % Louisiag;

? Reported in 1810as for Cape Girardesu, New Madrid St Char i
st ({ﬁxme districts, in the unorganized territory’ then eielfégtifli?u%

. Compﬁ.r%son of the increase in the number of slaves
in the original and added area and the proportion con-

tributed by each, reflects the progress of settlement of
the younger slave states, and their constant increase
in proportionate importance as slaveholders.

TABLE 62.—Per cent increase and proportion of slaves reported in
areq enumerated in 1790 and in added area: 1790 to 1860.

ORIGINAL AREA. ADDED AREA.

YEAR. Per cent | Proportion || Percent | Proportion

of in- of total of in- of total

crease. slaves. crease. slaves.

1790 100.0 |f.....

99.6 ||--- . 0.4
94.2 1,723.4 5.8
87.2 183.5 12,8
78.5 120.0 2.5
64.7 103.3 35.3
57.5 55.1 42,5
50.0 45.3 50.0

The decennial rate of increase in the number of
slaves in the original area was noticeably uniform
for forty years after the First Census, but from 1830
to 1840 the increase declined to 2 per cent, a rate so
small as to be practically negligible. In 1850 a con-
siderable increase was reported, but in 1860 there was
again an insignificant percentage. In general, there-
fore, the uniform increase of one-fourth or one-sixth
shown in the original area to 1830 declined during the
final thirty years of slavery to a small and wavering
increment. Meantime the relative rank of the two
areas in slaveholding was steadily changing and the
Southern states in the added area were becoming

) : : | more and more important as slaveholding commu-
ages of increase in slaves in all the so-called slave

nities. The proportion of 99.6 per cent of all slaves
shown by the original area in 1800 had dropped to
one-half by 1860. Such changing proportions mani-
fest a much greater relative increase in the number of
slaves in the added area than in the original area.
The large earlier percentages were of course devoid of
significance as indicative of natural increase ,since they
were principally the result of acquisition of new slave
territory and the rapid settlement therein of a con-
siderable slaveholding population. The rate of in-
crease, however, although it declined sharply after
1830, continued very high in the added area to the
close of the slaveholding period. The changes here
shown in the total added area suggest analysis of the
Increase in the number of slaves in the area added
at each census after 1790. The percentages in the

following summary, like those which precede, are com-
puted from Table 60:

DECENNIAL PER CENT OF INCREASE IN NUMBER OF SLAVES
IN AREA FIRST ENUMERATED IN— -
DECADE.

1800 | 1810 | 1820 | 1830 | 1840 | 1850 | 1860




SLAVEHOLDING FPAMILIES.

In a preceding chapter which treats of families (see
 page 96), a presentation s made of slu..veholdin;z fami-
lies in 1790, white and colored, in which the number

' Masze 63.—NUMBER O SLAVEHOLDING FAMILIE
: _ AND 1L
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S AND AVERAGE NUMBER OF
RRITORIES: 1790 AND 1850.
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of members and the average size of such families are
given. The following table presents the number of
slaveholding families, the total number of slaves, and

the_ average number per family, by states and terri-
tories in 1790 and 1850:

SLAVES PER FAMILY, BY STATES

1790 1850
Slavel l()l:}}:l[{ faami- ; Slaves. smeh?ilgsh}g fami- Slavas.
STATE OR TERRITORY, Number. Number
Poreent || Per cent X Percent
Number.| e il Average | of totjnl Number Pg’;fiﬁm Average of totl
Tuandlies. per popula- - N .
wandlies. | ooy slave- tion. families. || oot sa%re- p%%;lll.a-
holding holding
family, family.

TRt SEAOS «« + - <veveer e aea et eaeann 168 | 7.2 || o7, 004 7.3 17.8 || 347,725 9.7 || 3,204,313 9.2 13.8
CAresenumerated I ITO0 Lo s ; yﬁ)u,l.("u“ 007, 624 7.3 17.8 || 214,700 | 9.3 } 1,842, 570 8.0 12.6
. New England 3,763 1.8 -

(1101, Y
New Hampshire. o..ooooons ..
R0 110) 1

Massachusetis. oo, .- R IO
Rhode Istand . ... L | 958 2.1
ConnEtICUL . v v er i s e e 1,663 3.8 2,648 1.7
MiddIostates . oo e 16,205 9.8 45,210 2.8
 New York Y T 2.7
New Jarso) 44,760 0.0 11,423 2.4
Pennsylvania . e . 1,888 2.8 3,707 2.0
DOlaWar. .. av e vannnnan 81,851 2.5 8,887 4.8
Southern stados ... i i e e e covnne|  T7,7H6 ah.8 || 648,651 8.3 34.1 ) 213,790 30.3 {| 1,840,044 8.6 3l 4
Maryland and Distrlel of Cohnnbive. i, LT 88,0 |1 108,086 7.5 32.2 17,517 18.3 94, 055 5.4 14.8
Virginin and Wost VIegindn...oooociiniiiie iininnn B34, 000 44.9 11 202, 627 8.5 39.1 55,0063 32.9 472,528 8.6 33.2
North Carolng s vuu v v cn e s e eianaanns 610,310 dLO |F 100, 789 6.7 25.5 28,303 26.8 288, 548 10.2 33.2
South Caroling axwrane DY 4.2 107, 004 12.1 43.0 25, 506 48. 4 384,084 15.0 57.6
Qeorgia. e MM etk e a ey 12,410 2.5 20, 2064 12.1 356.5 (i 15,062 70.3 6149, 489 9.9 54.9
Kentuck “na a1 4 806 17.0 12,430 6.7 10.9 38, 385 28,9 210, 981 5.5 21.5
: Tennessen . 810 8.8 4,417 6.7 9.6 33, 864 1 26.0 239, 459 7.1 23.9
Added arog.......... B T e B R ST 132,926 10.3 || 1,361,743 10.2 15.8

i

L Given In the Compondium of the Soventl Congt 1, Tablo X, a8 “slaveh
A Less than one-tonth of | poroant,

8 Listimafod,  Hoo pago LR,

¢+ Allegany, Calvart, nid Homorsott oount fos estimutod,

5 Cuswol), { franville, and Orango countlos estimatod,

¢ Fgures aro for part ontinarated n 17490,

oldors.”

7 The flgures shown g for Peanneszes in 1700 wara raported as for the Southwest Territory, which had an ares slightly greater than that of Tennessee.

 In 1790 the proportion which slaveholding families
formed of all families excooded 20 per cent in Delas
ware, Maryland, Virginin, North Caroling, South Caro-
lina, and Georgin, but was less than 20 per cent in
Kentucky and much less in Tennessce.  Tiven in Now
York the proportion was but little smaller than in
Fentucky. In 1850 the number of slaveholding fam-
ilies had become less than 20 por cent of all families
m Delaware and Maryland, whereas the proportion
exceeded that figure in Kentucky and Tennesseo.
I.n only 2 states, North Caroling and South Caro-
lina, was the increase in tho averagoe number of slaves
per family worthy of note.

Slaveholding families classified by size of holdings.—
But one classification of slaveholding families accord-
ing to the number of slaves held has heretofore been
made at a Federal census. At the Seventh Census
(1850) a tabulation of this character was prepared
and printed in the Compendium, and this affords an
interesting analysis of slaveholders at that period.
In the following table a similar classification is
made for 1790 for all states for which the schedules
are still in existence. An estimate is included for
Virginia, based on figures of 1782 and 1783. (See
pages 137 and 138.)
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Tape 64.—SLAVEHOLDING FAMILIES, CLASSIFIED ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF SLAVES HELD, BY STATES AND
TERRITORIES: 1790 AND 1850.

NUMBER OF FAMILIES HOLDING—
Total
nul{lber
©OR TERRITORY. of slave- -
STATE OF TEE holding 1| | o 2to4 | 5to9 | 10to19 | 20to49 |50 to 99 100to 199 |260 to 209 [300 slaves ;}‘iﬁ‘;ﬁg
families. ‘ slave. | gaves. slaves. glaves. | slaves. | slaves. | slaves. | slaves. T nEnown
1790
Area for whish 170 schedulesexist ... ... .. ... 81,885 20,047 24,012 18,017 11,735 5,274 ‘ 813 ’ 198 38 844
New England. ..oceooeraoneniaiannne 2,147 1,332 689 113 12 T
New Hampshire 193 97 24 2 i
Rhode Island 461 255 160 45
Connecticut. . 1,563 980 505 66
Middlestates. oo oo oee il 9,654 4,119 3,53% 1,310
B[ A Ty PP 7,796 3,088 2,867 1,165
Pennsylvania................ et 1,858 1,031 667 145
Southernstates. coeivrnorire e 70,084 14,596 20,689 16,534
Maryland %ee e oineiii e 12,226 2,841 3,817 2,807
’Vlrgmm 3 - 34,026 5,785 9,510 8,559
North Carolina %.. L 14,973 4,040 4,959 3,375
South Caroling. ...oovveemeae L 8,859 1,930 2,603 1,853
1850
:! | i : 1
UBlbed S80S e rusveeeemmeeeemeereenaeeenns 347,725 | 68,008 | 105,703 | 80,767 | 54,595 | 20,783 | 6,106 | 1,479 w7 6|
Area comparable with that shown in 1799 ............ 127,488 | 23,064 | 7624 sLom2| 22100 | 1L,565| 2,194 572 &9 5 oo s
New England c.oeevvnrneiiinnaeneeaeneiienaas f O S U NN U AU I I SR feeeeenee-
Middle statesde e i 458 372 119 14 I R RO R PP PO s [P
Bouthern states. oo vumnn il 21,666 37,252 30,923 22,170 11, 565 2,194 572 89
Maryla.nd and District of Calumbia 5,585 5,870 , 463 1,861 657 731 T leceeaaen..
............................. 11,385 5,550 13,030 9,456 4,880 646 107 8
Narth Caroima.-. 1,204 9,668 8,129 5,898 2,828 485 6 12
South Carolinga..........covvevmennns 3,492 6,164 6,311 4,955 3,200 990 382 69
Remainder of area enumerated in 1790 19,427 28,455 20,909 12,416 5,380 628 82 11
Added area. .coceeemnieniiie i 27,407 39,624 28,806 10,989 12,788 3,374 825 871 ...

I Data not available for New Jersey, Delaware, Georgia, Kentucky, and Tennessee.

2 Data not available for 3 counties.
3 Estimated, See page 137.

An estimate has been made for Virginia.

(See page 137.)

4 As there were no slaves reported in New York or Pennsylvania in 1830, the number reported in Delaware and New Jersey is given, for purposes of comparison

with the Middle states.

The changes which are recorded in the interesting
comparisons shown in Table — are made clear upon | following table:

ingpection of the changes in proportions shown in the

TasLE 65.—PER CENT DISTRIBUTION OF SLAVEHOLDING FAMILIES ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF SLAVES HELD:
1790 AND 1850.

MARYLAND  AND
TOT;’_LEC;Z;‘; AR DISTRICT OF CO- VIRGINIA. NORTH CAROLINA. | SOUTH CAROLINA.
o 28 OF— LUMBIA.
1790 1850 1790 1850 1790 1850 1790 1850 90 1850
T Y. et e e ! 245 17. 4 23.2 31.9 17.0 20,7 27.0 4.3 21.8 13.6
2and under dslaves.......... ; 30.4 29.5 29.6 33.5 27.9 28.2 33.1 34.2 29.4 24.1
5 and under 10 slaves......... 22.0 244 23.0 19.8 25.2 23.7 22.5 28.7 20.9 24.7
10 and under 20slaves...... 14.3 17.4 14.7 10.6 19.8 17.2 119 20.8 13.6 19.4
20 and under 0slaves...... 6.4 9.1 5.8 3.8 8.8 8.9 4.7 10.0 9.7 2.5
50 and under 100 slaves. ... 1.0 1.7 .8 0.4 1.9 1.2 0.6 1.7 3.2 3.9
100 and under 200 slaves. ... 0.2 0.4 0.1 (% 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.3 L1 1.5
200 and under 300 slaves. ... 2} 0.1 [ S DO, (&) ) ) () 0.2 0.3
300slaves and over......... %) 2) 2] [ N PO, [ T NP (@) 0.1 0.1
B0 P L0l f 8 PR SN 1€ T PO (15 I SN
13

1 Comprises in each year the New England and Middle states for which data are available and the Southern states here specified.

2 Less than one-tenth of 1 per cent.

This analysis shows that in the comparable area prac-
tically the same proportion of owners held from 2 to 4
slavesin 1850 asin 1790. Therewas a considerable de-

crease, however, in the proportion of families having
only 1 slave in 1850 as compared with 1790, and anin-

crease in the proportions in the groups into which
those holding between 5 and 300 slaves were divided.

The changes recorded by individual states for which

data are available for both censuses were more marked

than those for the entire area. The economic condi-
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tions which prevailed in Maryland and Virginia are
clearly reflected in the percentages shown in the table.
During the period under consideration the proportion
of slaveholders owning but 1 slave increased in these
states and decreased in North Carolina and South
Carolina. In 3 of the 4 states an increase appeared in
the proportion of persons holding from 2 to 4 slaves.
In the fourth, South Carolina, a decrease appeared. In
general the percentages shown reflect the tendency in
Maryland and Virginia to reduce slaveholdings, either
because of changing industrial conditions demanding
less slave labor or because of an increasing number of
more highly skilled white laborers better adapted to the
increasingly exacting demands. In North and South
Carolina the changes tend in the other direction, and
are clearly the result of increasing dependence upon
slave labor and of expansion of industries in which
large numbers of slaves were essential to the prosperity
of the community.

Slaveholding families in states for which schedules
are missing.—The total number of slaveholding fami-
. liesshown upon the schedules of the First Census which
are still in existence is 47,859. The total number of
slaves owned by these families was 318,984, or slightly
less than one-half the entire slave population of the
United States in 1790. The average number of slaves
held by the families reported on existing schedules as
slaveholding was 6.7. If this average were applied to
the total number of slaves reported, 378,640, upon the
schedules which, are not now in existence, the number
of slaveholding families upon those schedules would
appear to be 56,513.

The impression at once arises that this figurs is too
large, for the average by which it is secured includes
all the Northern states. The slave owners of that
section of the Republic required slaves principally as
household servants, and the number owned by indi-
viduals was almost always small. Only 3 persons in
the Northern states owned over 20 slaves each (Elijah
Mason, sr., 28 slaves, Lebanon town, Windham county,
‘Conn.; Robert Livingston, 44 slaves, Livingston
town, Columbia county, N. Y.; and Margaret
Hutton, 24 slaves, Washington township, Fayette
county, Pa.).

The average number of slaves per slaveholding
family, for each state for which records are still avail-
able, was as follows:

Averagé
nfmlnber
of slaves
STATE. per slave-
holding
family.
New Hampshire. . ... i 1.3
Rhodelsland. .. ... . it 2.1
Conmeeticut ..o e L7
NeW YOI, o 2.7
) ﬁenn?ylyiania. mmeeesaraseeesarem e raraseereanasraenniasonanas s eranal % g
Ngghca.rolina...‘.‘.......... ........................ lg{

South Carolina. e oo e e !
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If slaveholding families in New Jersey, which lay
between New York and Pennsylvania and was proba-
bly subject to the same local influences, are assumed
to have held an average of 2.4 slaves (the mean be-
tween the average in New York and that in Pennsyl-
vania) then the total number of slaveholding families
in New Jersey approximated 4,760. Doubtless this
figure is close to the actual number.

In Delaware it is probable that conditions relating
to slave ownership resembled more closely those
which existed in Maryland than those to the north-
ward, in Pennsylvania. If, however, the mean be-
tween the average in these 2 states, 4.8, be accepted
and utilized as the probable average in Delaware,
there were in that state approximately 1,851 slave-
holding families.

For Virginia it would not be just to estimate the
number of slaves per slaveholding family from the
numbers for neighboring states, since the conditions
prevailing in Maryland and North Carolina differed
widely from each other, and doubtless differed as widely
from those in Virginia, which was generally regarded
at that period as the wealthiest state in the Union.
Fortunately, another method is available by which the
average number of slaves per slaveholding family in
Virginia may be determined with reasonable accuracy.

It has already been explained that the partial lists
of heads of families in existence for several coun-
ties of Virginia for 1782, 1783, 1784, and 1785 have
been published by the Director of the Census in the
series of Census publications containing the names of
heads of families at the First Census. Inspection of
these lists shows that the number of negroes con-
nected with white households was reported in 1782
and 1783 for a total of 32 counties. While it is true
that for some counties all white households are not
reported upon these schedules, it is probable that the
lists include, for the portions of the counties covered,
all property owners, and hence represent the actual
conditions of slave ownership. The counties for which
lists exist, though located largely in the older settled
areas, are not confined strictly to any one section,
but are reasonably representative of the state. The
total number of slaveholding families for the two
years shown in the two returns above given was
10,806, and the total number of negroes, 91,768.

Analysis of the number of slaves per slaveholding
family shows a county variation in 1782 from 2.9 in
Pittsylvania to 1 or more in Amelia, Cumberland,
Hanover, and New Kent. The average for the 19
counties for which returns for 1782 exist is 8.3 slaves
per slaveholding family; for the 13 counties enumer-
ated in 1783 and for which returns exist, the average is
8.8. The general average secured by combining the
returns for both years as though reported at one
census, is 8.5 slaves per slaveholding family. The de-
tailed returns upon which these averages were com-

! puted are as follows:
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TaBLE 66.—Number of slaveholding fomalies, mcmbcr l?f s‘la_ves, mzd
average number of slaves per slaveholding Jamily in Virginia: 1782
and 1783.

1782 1788
[
Avor-
Aver-
ve- age
Slave- age | Y. Slave.

COUNTY. hold- | . numfber COUN hic;}g- No- nux(z)xl} er
,;ﬂfi_ gr0es. | graves famt- | B0 | slaves
lies per lies. por

) faTnily. foanily.
Total..... 6,635 | 55,242 83 Total....| 4,171 | 36,526 §
18 neennn.- 794 | 8,749 11.0 || Amherst....... 494 | 3, S.’32 .7
Chactotial 1 40| 3442 | 84| Chesterfleld..| 880} 5061 ( 10.1
Cumberland....| 346 3,882 11.2 || EsseXeeuvnnnn- 34Z ?‘ 817 81
Fairfax......... 420 | 3,600 8.6 || Gloucester..... 328 g, 764 8. g
Fluvanna.......| 157 | 1,330 8.5 || Greensville....| 257 g, 601 10.5
Frederick....... 229 767 3.3 || Lencaster......| 282 ‘).. 5&3 g 1
Halifax..._..... 484 1 3,290 7.1 || Middlesex. 180 1 2 ,282 12.7
Hampshire. . 156 513 3.3 || Nansemon 403 ?, 667 5.5
Hanover.. 464 | 5,184 11.2 || Powhatan..... a2 2 669 11_. 8
Mecklenbur 566 | 4,927 8.7 | Prince Edward| 1065 ‘1, 408 h 9
Monongalia.. 23 81 3.5 || Princess Anne.| 432 2, 135(: 3 1
New Kent......[| 260 2,957 11.4 || Richmond..... 300 | 3, ga&: 13. ‘()
Northumber- Shenandoah...{ 110 347 3.2

iy 472 ) 8,926 8.3

319 | 2,848 8.9

628 | 1,835 2.9

278 | 2,7 9.8

418 | 3,636 8.8

g1 776 8.5

burg (James
Cityand York
counties.) 140 702 5.0

There is no reason to doubt that the average thus
secured reflects accurately the proportion of slaves to
owners which existed throughout Virginia about the
period of the First Census, and it is therefore accepted
and utilized as such. The fact that the general aver-

“age of slaves per slaveholding family in the distinctly
slave states for which schedules exist is 8.1 tends to
confirm this conclusion. Upon the basis of the aver-
age of 8.5 slaves thus established, there were 34,026
slaveholding families in Virginia in 1790.

The averhge in South Carolina may fairly be ap-
plied to Georgia, inasmuch as economic conditions in
the 2 states resembled each other closely. The
number of slaveholding families in Georgia, obtained in
this way, is 2,419. In Kentucky and Tennessee the
conditions were doubtless similar to those which ex-
isted in North Carolina. The use of the average num-
ber of slaves per slaveholding family in that state
makes the number of such families in Kentucky 1,855,
and in Tennessee, 510. As thus computed, the total
number of slaveholding families in the states of New
Jersey, Delaware, Virginia, Georgia, and the districts
of Kentucky and Tennessee was 45,421. If this be
accepted as a just approximation, the total number of
slaveholding families in the United States in 1790 was
96,168.1

Proportion of the white population connected with
slave ownership.—Consideration of the total number
of slaveholding families in the United States in 1790
suggests an analysis of the proportion of the white pop-
ulation who were members of such families. From a
computation based on the average size of white slave-

!Including an estimate of 2,888 for 6 counties—8 in Maryland
and 3 in North Carolina—for which the schedules are missing.
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holding families, already presented for the slavehglj
ing states, the following results appoear:

Tapny 67.—Lroportion of the white population connected

. With g
ownership: 1790, b
Averaye | Number of
stve of white | Deren
HPATE QI THRELTORY . white | porsons in | ol

stavehold-white shoye,  White
g fame | holding
les, famitiey, | ton

J—

Undbed BORLON v

AL g
RN ) Iy

e

Now Bplande. oo e e

Mudne, vaeies e
Now Iampshire
Vormont.ooo...
Massnehusotts

Rhode Island., PR N i
Connectlende e e 6.3 0 760 bt
Middlo states...... i ! (L] 101, 6t 10
New York...ooo.o oo ! G 17,405
Now Jersoy 10000 O ws was|
Ponusylvaniv...... -~ . coey T 18 41 11
T T 6.3 10,586 #i
Southern statest.. ..., E 5 448,910 %
Marylandd..... - | & 80,14
Vieginint, o..uns RN AT m
North ¢arolinng, a8 1,418 a7
Sotrth Caroling. ., A6 48, 087 b
Qoongla b ooosas e N 13,039 %1
Kentuekyt, oo e 58 1748 i
Sowthwest Tereltory b oo o0 e ] W8 2,452 0

1 Estimated, 2 Bsthnated for 3 countles,

At the Seventh Census (1850) it was computed by
the Superintondent, Mr. Do Bow, that the population
connectod with slave ownership in 1850 numbered ap-
proximately 2,000,000, The average number of pe-
song in slaveholding families was placed at 57, 1t
this proportion be utilized for the purpose of asee
taining the distribution of the number of persons
above mentioned, the following table results:

TanLr 68, LProportion of the white population eonnected with she
ownership: 1850, '

Number of
whito
peesong in
whito glwves
holding
famdles!

Tor cent
of total
whit]u
Pl
"o,

HEATH,

Unlted Blates,, coonveen oo
NOW BRI e+ e evneerras s e er e celiaes,

MO0, . conanms i e
Now Hampshive

Varmont. ..
Massaoltbe
Rhodo Il .
Connoectieut. . ...

MIAATO SEALOSw s n e v einrninnnens P N .
NOW YOI iacsenaenennrimcnrarsrnranns e .

Now Jorsoy.....
Pennsylvanla, . .

Dolawart...... 4,011
SOUBDOTIL BEVLOS 1+ o e et aeae vneaonn e snrnn e e e 1,074,280 nl
1), 847 2
simgen | @
01,07 #

q

9
34,104 §
100, 356

e s ——"

1 Estmated,




The proportion of the white population of the United

States formed by members of slaveholding families
declined from 17.8 in 1700 to 10.1 in 1850; in other
words, 178 persons out of every 1,000 of the white pop-
ulation were directly or indirectly connected withslave
ownership in 1790 and 101 out of every 1,000 in 1850.
Tn 1790 approximutcly one-{ifth of the total white
population of the slave states and more than one-third
of the white population of all the Southern states were
members of slaveholding families.  In 1850 the decline
in the proportion of such persons was apparentin every
geographic division. Slavery had disappeared in
the New England states.  In the Southern states as a
whole there was a decrease from 36.6 to 32.1.  Some of
the states in the lower South, however, showed an
increase.

Tn 1850 the number of persons in white slaveholding
familiesformed about one-third of the total white popu-
lation of the slave states. In South Carolina, Ala-
bama, Mississippi, and Louisiana, exclusive of the
largest cities, tho proportion reached one-half of the
whole population.t ‘

The proportion of persons in the entire white popu-
lation either directly or indirectly connoected withslave
ownership, as shown in the following table, declined
slightly from 1790 to 1850. In the 2 Middle states in
which slavery still existed in the later year, the decline
was very marked, while in the Southern states it
amounted to about one-ninth. The real explanation
of this tablo lios in the fact that the movement of slaves
was steadily toward the lower South and Southwest,
where the proportion in the entire population, as will
be perceived from. Tuble 20, was bocoming very large,

USeventh Census Compendimm, page H4.
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apd also in the fact that the proportion of those who
elf;her owned slaves or were in some manner identified
with slaveholding was slowly but steadily declining.

TABLE 69.—7Proportion of the white population connected with slave
ownership in states which reported slaves at both censuses: 1790 and
1850.

1790 ‘ 1850
|
STATE. Number of| Per cent || Numberof | Per cent
persons in | of total || personsin | of total
white slave-| white |whiteslave-| white
holding | popula- holding | popula-
families. tion. families.! tion.
Areacovered...........oc..... 489,740 34.0 1,357,700 28.6
Middle states............. 41, 524 219.2 5,751 2L1
Neow Jersey.. 199,938 17.6 1,140 0.2
Delaware. .. ..oooaivenannnnnnnn. 111,586 25.0 4,611 6.5
Southern states.............ccoooolit 448,216 36.6 || 1,351,949 32.1
Maryland8. ...l 480,724 38.7 99, 847 21.9
Virginig. ... ...ooenaees - 1197,3851 44.6 313, 859 35.1
North Carolinas.. 404,418 32.7 161,327 29.2
South Carolina 48,007 34.3 145, 897 53.1 7
Georeia.. 113,932 26.3 219,199 42.0
Kentuck; 110,742 17.6 218,795 28.7
Tennesseo.. . 12,952 9.3 193,025 25.5
1 Estimated.

2Computed on the basis of the combined white population of New Jersey and
Delaware.

8 Tncludes District of Columbia.

1 Tstimated for 3 counties.

RATIO OF SLAVES TO WHITE PERSONS.

In the Southern states as they existed at the time
of the First Census, the slaves numbered 648,651
and the whites, 1,226,057. Therefore, for every 100
whites there were 53 slaves. This proportion varied
considerably in the 7 states and territories included
in this group. The proportions of slaves to whites in
1790 and 1850, and that of negroes to whites in 1900,
were as follows:

TasLt T0.~~RATIO OF SLAVES TO BVERY 100 WHITE PERSONS IN 1790 AND 1850, AND OF NEGROES TO

LVERY 100 WHITE PERSONS IN 1900.

1790 1850 1900
STATH Ol TRRRITORY Number N}ugnber I;Tumber
TH Ol RRITORY. of slaves of slaves Vhit oinegroes
Whitoe 3 White Slaves. | toever White | Negroes. | toever
persons, Slaves. 11‘80%:,']‘;% persons. 160 S bite| Desons. BT oy
POTSONSs. Dersons. persons.

Continental Unttod States.......... e erameenn ey 3,172,444 | 607,024 29 || 10,563,008 | 3,204,313 16 || 66,800,196 | 8,833,994 13
Area onumoratod in 1700 3,179,444 | 097,024 29 1| 12,805,444 | 1,842,570 15 || 20,504,821 | 3,956, 864 13
NOW ENZIANA . ¢ ceriiiiitivanraannansrnrmanannerarssannan 992, 384 3,763 M 2,705,095 5,527,020 59,099 1

M0, v vseviennnnnvarananannnsanrcannasnsen feaereneane 6, 107 581,813 092, 226 1,319 ()

Now Tlatnpshire 141,112 317,450 410, 79% ggg (3
VOO e -y seesannnnsensenns 85,072 |.... 313,402 2 %(2)' %4 31,974 ¢ 1
Il»gws%wllmlqc\!tw 32;;}.(1}% T i !1321!‘;, ‘é-%g PSS o0 ;

1000 Island. 5 43,
(T()nl‘\(;ctlui‘il}:i ..... 232; 236 2,048 1 363, 099 892, 424 15,226 2
Middle states....... 044, 003 45,210 51 5,843,163 2,520 (O] 15,264, 839 356,618 2
Corke ) 1 7 8,048,825 [ oemmeoinadianee 7,156, 881 99,232 1
Now Jomegoiooo e D 7| s B emalr | e s
MUY waennzsanwnn 1 58, 100 [ o eeneeonnne|onnnneeess 3 3

ﬁ%ﬁi’é’}m““‘“ RSN 4331 i gl o ol #0160 8,300 3 153,977 30, 697 20

1 Less than 1.
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TasLe T0.—RATIO OF SLAVES TO EVERY 100 WHITE PERSONS IN 1790 AND 1850, AND OF NEGROES TO EVERY
100 WHITE PERSONS IN 1900—Continued.

i
1790 1850 1900
Number Number Number
STATE OR TERRITORY. White o %f SIaves | white " 2f Slagﬁ; White x otfo negg);ﬂ
aves. 0 evel aves. Q ev BZTOoes, evi
persons. 160w hite | Persoms. 100 whife| Persons. EO%S. | ite
persons. persons. DErsons.
Area enumerated in 1700—Continued. i
Southern states.. .‘ .......................................... 1,226,057 | 648,651 53 I 3,817,186 | 1,840,044 48 8,772,956 | 3,541,147 #
Marylandi.. ..o i, 208,649 | 103,036 49 | 455, 684 94, 055 21 1,143,956 321,766 2
Virgnia ; . - 442,117 | 292,627 66 894, 800 472,528 53 2,108, 088 704,221 33
North Carolina. ..... 280,181 | 100, 7 35 553,028 288, 548 52 1,263,603 624,409 49
South Carolina. .. . 140,178 | 107,094 T 274, 563 384,984 140 557, 807 782,331 140
Georgia (eastern pa 52, 886 , 264 55 120, 662 149, 489 124 297,007 343,471 114
Kentucky . 61,133 12,430 20 761,41 210, 981 28 1, 862, 309 284,706 15
Tennessee. . 31,913 3,417 11 756, 836 239,459 32 1,540,186 480,243 31
Addedarea......................... B L L LT T T NP ONPPOINPIPIY S FRRRIN N 7,187,624 | 1,361,743 19 || 37,244,375 | 4,877,130 13
Northernstates... .......oooveoeiiinonnnoiennene T 5,207,988 87,422 2 || 25,775,870 495,751 2
OBIO. e . 96, 901 2
Indiana. ... ... i . . .- 57,505 2
TUROIS. ..o 83,078 2
Michigan lg, gig ® 1
Minnesota 4,050 | (3)
Moo 167,554 :
issouri
North Dakota. 2851 (3
South Dakota. ... 380,714 485 )
Nebraska. ..o e 1,056, 526 6,269 1
R L LT LT LT ST PaoNNs ORISR AR ISR NS SRR A 1,416,319 52,003 4
SOUtBErnSAYES. .. eecemiemmeenee e S 1,742,059 | 1,274,295 73 || 7,595,037 | 4,351,125 57
Georgia (western part).................ooooo 0. [ eeeen 400,910 232,103 58 884,287 691,302 T
Florida. e 47,203 38,310 83 267,333 230,730 e
Alabama 426,514 342,844 80 1,001,152 827,307 83
Mississip 295,718 309,878 105 1,200 907,630 182
Louisian: ,491 244,809 96 729,812 650,804 5
Texss. . ... 154,034 58,161 38 || 2,426,660 ; 620,722 23
Indian Territory ... I R L e 302, 36,853 2
Rlahoma. ... e 367,524 18,831 5
Arkansas 162,189 47,100 29 944, 580 366, 856 32
Western states 197,577 2| (3 3,873,468 30,254 1
Montana 226,283 1,523 1
Colomador a0l | 830 }
0T8d0. . T S T ] s 2
NeWw MeXICO. v uovmeincaanoe T eeaeen . . 180,207 1,610 1
Arizona. ...l 92,903 1,848 2
tah.. 272,465 672 {3
Nevada., , 405 134 {8)
Idaho. ... . 154,495 2! (3
Washington. ... 1304 2,514 1
Oregon........... cen- 394,582 1,105 | (3
California..... ... ... . Ll - R 1,402,727 11,045 1
Total for slave statest .. ............ooo.ooi .. 1,272,367 | 657,538 52 i 6,222,418 | 3,204,051 51 (| 18,796,600 | 8,028,519 43
|

1Tncludes District of Columbia.
2Inchudes West Virginia.
2 Lesgthan 1.

A];Delaware, Maryland (ineluding District of Columbial;), Virginia {including West Virginia), North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Kentucky, Tennessee,

bama, Mississippi, Louisians, Texas, Missouri, and Arkansas.

There were fewer slaves to every 100 white persons
in 1850 than in 1790 in the United States and in every
state north of North Carolina; but in the other states
of the original area the proportion increased. The
increase was particularly heavy in South Carolina,
where there were nearly twice as many slaves to every
100 of the white population in 1850 as in 1790. In
this state and in Mississippi are found the highest pro-
portions of negroes to whites in 1900.

For the slave states as a whole the number of slaves
to every 100 white persons was slightly smaller in 1850
than in 1790. The proportion was higher in the South-
ern states of the added area than in the group of South-
ern states enumerated at the First Census.

VALUE OF SLAVES.

Statistics relating to slaves in the United States in
1790 would not be complete without reference to the
property value which they represented. Writers upon
this subject have estimated that at the period of taking
the First Census the average price of negroes in the
United States varied from $150 to $200. It must be
remetnbered that a comparison of values, whether of
slaves, real estate, or other property, at that period
with the present one is comparatively unsatisfactory,
owing to the change which has occurred during the
century in the relative value of money. Such valu-
ations should be considered only in relation to the




STATISTICS OF SLAVES. 141

valugtion of other property at that period; or, if they | Tasie 71.—Number and value of slaves held, by states and
are compsideredin terms of money in 1900, not less than territorics: 1790.
double the figure specified should be allowed. - §
Comnsidered in terms of money values at that period, STATE OR TERRITORT: Rumber,|  Velue.
the s]avesin New England in 1790 had a value of more United SRS o oo 697,024 | $104, 643,600
than $500,000 and those in the Middle states a value | xew Buogiand....oooooooooeoooeoooee 5168 501 230
of approximately $7,000,000. Hence about 6 per cent T N S
of the total value of slaves was contributed by the Jew Hampshire. ....ooooooooeeeccceeeceeeee] A7) 28,550
Northern states. Khots Itand- . OO R Y
In ~view of the large total represented by the preced- Connecticut 208 37,200
ing computation, there can be no doubt that at the | Mddlesttes oocoomrrommmmie e 5,210 | 671,50
date of the First Censusslaves represented a large pro- New Joves 0. s R b
portion (possibly larger than at any subsequent period) Pemnsylvanla. oo PR LB 0B
of the total property value of the United States. BOERAITL SEAEES. - - oo e 648,651 | 97,297,650
Upon the basis of an average price of negroes of MAITIANA. e oeeeeeemees e eeeeee e amae e e 103,035 | 15,455,400
$150,* the wealth of the United States in slaves in 1790 N i | iniee
was as follows: 16,064 100
1,862,500
1 Political Science Quarterly, Vol. XX, pages 264-267. 512,550
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